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In the Matter of

I.pl..entation of S.ction 19
of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition
Act of 1992

Annual Ass••••ent of the
Status of coapetition in the
Market for the Del i v.ry of
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)
)
)

CS Docket No. 94-48

COIlMENTS

U S WEST CORmunications, Inc. ("U S WEST"), through coun.el

and pursuant to the Fed.ral communications co.-ission's ("Commis­

sion") Notice of Inquiry in the above-captioned proceeding,'

hereby files it. Comaents.

The 1992 Cable Act requires that the co..ission report an­

nually to Congress on the status of competition in the market for

the delivery of video programaing. 2 In its Notice, the Com­

mission seeks comment on the appropriate methods for gathering

competitive information and the type of information that should

be collected.] In assessing competition, the Commission seeks

information on alternative means/technologies to conventional

cable systems for delivering video programming to the home. One

'In the latter of Iapl_ntatigD gf Sttetion 19 of the Cabl.
Teleyi.ioo CODIuwar Protectipn A04 Opwpetitigo Act of 1992;
Annu.l A nt ot tbe statUi gt CQlPltitign in the Market fgr
the Deliyery of Video Programaing, CS Docket No. 94-48, Notice of
Inquiry, FCC 94-119, reI. May 19, 1994 ("Notice"). . IC--"',,1-1-\ . L/L/
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of th. alt.rnatives on which the co..i ••ion solicits comaent is

local exchange carrier ("LEC") video dialtone (or "VDT")

service. 4

In it. discus.ion of video dialtone service and competition,

the Commission asks commenters to address nuaerous questions

ranging from "What is the appropriate means of comparing prices

charged • for video dialtone • • • to prices charged •

for cable?" to "Has the adoption of the Commission's video

dialtone policy affected the develop..nt of new programming

sources?"5

The Commission has "the cart before the hors•• " Not a

single video dialtone section 214 application or VDT tariff for

commercial deployment has been approved by the Commission since

the Video Pialton. Order was adopted in August of 1992. 6 As a

result, it is self evident that LECs have no presence in the

market for the delivery of video programming to the home and no

meaningful information to provide in response to Commission

inquiries.

At this juncture, it is not at all clear how video dialtone

will evolve as a service, let alone whether it will be a commer­

cially viable service. Any information U S WEST or any other LEC

might provide on video dialtone would be of little use in

4lsL. ,! 41-46.

5lsL. !! 45-46.

'In the llatter Af T.lephpoe CS'J'R'ny-Cabie Television Croa.­
owner.hip Rule•• Sectiiou 63.5'-63.5', laasJDd Iaport and Order.
RttcO'W"X'atioD to Congr•••. and Saggd fur1;IMr Notice of PrQgosed
IUle.king, 7 FCC Red. 5781 (1992) (-Video DiUtiQD' Ord.r"),
appeal. pending sub DO.' lankat.Q Citi... Telghone CO.. et II.
y. FCC, Nos. 92-1404, et a1. (P.C. Cir. Sept 9, 1992).
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.._.ing cc.pei:ii:ion at 'this ti... Rather than 1:ryiDC) to gather

iDfozwai:1on on th. iJlpact VD'l' miqht have on ccmpetition, the Com­

d ••ion '. effort. would be better spent addreasiJ\CJ LBe Section

214 appliaation. to provide VDT service.

'lbe co-i••ion should exclude LBC VDT service froll it. an­

nual report 'to Conqras. on competition in the provision of video

~1lCJ 4iraatl.y to BWlBOribers until such time .s LBC VDT

-.rvioe 18 ~~1.lly available. a••pon.e. to the HAidee"

inquiries on video dialtone would b. purely speculative and would

••rve no constructive purpos.. similarly, the co_i.sion should

avoid ••tabli.hinq any VDT reporting requirements at this time.

Re.pectfully B~itted,

U S WEST COMJIUNICA'l'IOJtJS, INC.

T. Hannon
S te 700
1020 19th street, R.W.
washington, DC 20036
(303) 672-2860

By:

Its Attorney

Of COUDNl,
Laurie J. llelmett

.Tune 29, 1994
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ClftIIICUI or IDYICI

I, Kalsaau Pow., Jr., do hereby certify that on this 29th

day of June, 1994, I have caused a copy of the foregoing ~8

to be served via hand-delivery upon the persons listed on the

attached service list.

r
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*J...s H. Quello
Federal Co..unications co..ission
Roo. 802
1919 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, DC 20554

*Andrew c. Barrett
Federal Co..unications Commission
Room 826
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Reed E. Hundt
Federal Co..unications Co..ission
Roo. 814
1919 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, DC 20554

*Suaan P. Ne••
Federal Co..unications co..ission
Rooa 832
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Racbelle B. Chong
Federal Co..unications Commission
Roo. 844
1919 M street, N.W.
washington, DC 20554

*J.... W. Olson
Federal Coaaunications Commission
Roo. 500H
2033 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, DC 20554

*Nina M. Sandman
Federal Co..unications Commission
Roo. 502E
2033 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, DC 20554

*Diane Hofbauer
Federal Co..unications Commission
Roaa 605A
2033 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, DC 20554

*International Transcription
Service., Inc.

Rooa 246
1919 M Street, N.W.
washington, DC 20554


